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The  notices  of  judgment  herewith  relate  to  cases  arising  in  the  United  States 
District  Courts  and  are  approved  for  publication,  as  provided  in  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.  S.  C.  1946  ed.  Supp. 
Ill,  135d). 

H.  E.  Reed, 
Birector,  Livestock  Branch, 
Production  and  Marketing  Administration. 
Washington,  D.  C,  Apt-il  2,  1951. 


26.  Lack  of  registration  of  "M.  P.  G.  No.  42  Basic  Copper  Potato  Dust,  50  lbs. 

net."  U.  S.  V.  200  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "M.  P.  G.  No.  42  Basic 
Copper  Potato  Dust,  50  lbs.  net."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and 
release  under  bond.    (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  44.    I.  D.  No.  18972. ) 

The  product,  "I\I.  P.  G.  No.  42  Basic  Copper  Potato  Dust,  50  lbs.  net,"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  August  26,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  200  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "M.  P.  G.  No.  42  Basic  Copper  Potato  Dust, 
50  lbs.  net,"  at  Concord,  N.  H.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  August  9,  1949,  by  Maine 
Potato  Growers,  Inc.,  from  Presque  Isle,  Maine,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  September  27,  1949,  Merrimack  Farmers'  Exchange,  Inc.,  of  Concord,  N.  H., 
claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  the  product  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  October  28, 1949,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  condemned  product  be 
released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

27.  Lack  of  registration  of  "D.  D.  T.  Dust  No.  5,  50  lbs.  net."     U.  S.  v.  65 

50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "D.  D.  T.  Dust  No.  5,  50  lbs.  net."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.   &  R.  No.  45. 

I.  D.  No.  18970.) 

The  product,  "D.  D.  T.  Dust  No.  5,  50  lbs.  net,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  August  26,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  65  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "D.  D.  T.  Dust  No.  5,  50  lbs.  net,"  at  Concord, 
N.  H.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  June  30,  1949,  by  Maine  Potato  Growers,  Inc.,  from 
Presque  Isle,  Maine,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 
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On  September  27,  1949,  Merrimack  Farmers'  Exchange,  Inc.,  of  Concord, 
N.  H.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the  product  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  October  28,  1949,  a  decree  of 
condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  condemned  product  be 
released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

28.  Lack  of  registration,  adulteration,  and  misbranding  of  "A-M-R  Insecticide." 

U.  S.  V.  A-M-R  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation.  Plea  of  guilty. 
Fine  of  $150  on  each  of  counts  one  and  two,  or  a  total  of  $300.  Count 
three  was  dismissed.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  4.    I.  D.  No.  17524. ) 

The  product,  "A-M-R  Insecticide,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insec- 
ticide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act.  An  analysis  of  two  samples  of  the 
product  showed  a  presence  of  ojily  3.5  percent  of  D.  D.  T.  (dichloro  diphenyl 
trichloroethane)  in  each  sample  instead  of  the  5  percent  claimed,  and  the  net 
volume  of  the  product  was  8  percent  short  in  one  sample  and  9  percent  short 
in  the  other  sample. 

The  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New  York,  acting  upon 
a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  an  information  against  A-M-R  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
alleging  that,  on  or  about  July  9, 1948,  the  company  shipped  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
to  New  Haven,  Conn.,  quantities  of  an  economic  poison  known  as  "A-M-R 
Insecticide,"  in  violation  of  the  act. 

In  count  one,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

In  count  two,  the  product  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  the  statement, 
"CONTAINS  5%  D.  D.  T.,"  borne  on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the 
product  represented  that  the  product  contained  not  less  than  5  percent  of  D.  D.  T. 
(dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane),  whereas  the  strength  or  purity  of  the  prod- 
uct fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  under  which  it  was  sold  as  the 
product  did  not  contain  5  percent  D.  D.  T.   (dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane). 

In  count  three,  the  product  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  state- 
ments, (1)  "ONE  QUART"  and  (2)  "CONTAINS  5%  D.  D.  T.,"  borne  on  the 
labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  were  false  and  misleading  and 
served  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers  since  the  net  measure  of  the  product 
was  less  than  1  quart  and  the  product  contained  less  than  5  percent  of  D.  D.  T. 
(dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane). 

In  count  three,  the  product  was  alleged  to  be  further  misbranded  in  that 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  by  weight  of  each  of  the  active  in- 
gredients, or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  of  the  active 
ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present. 

On  August  2,  1949,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  and  on  August  11, 
1949,  the  defendant  was  fined  $150  on  each  of  counts  one  and  two,  or  a  total  of 
$300.     Count  three  was  dismissed. 

29.  Lack   of  registration   and   required   information   on   label    of  "Ace    Cattle 

Spray."  U.  S.  v.  359  1-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Ace  Cattle 
Spray."     Default   decree   of  condemnation,   forfeiture,   and   destruction. 

(I.  F.  &  R.  No.  9.    I.  D.  No.  16307.) 

The  product,  "Ace  Cattle  Spray,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
a  statement  giving  the  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for 
whom  manufactured  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  June  16,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel,  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  359  1-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Ace  Cattle  Spray,"  at 
Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate,  on  or  about  April  28,  1949,  by  Harrison  Oil  Company, 
from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
section  3  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product 
did  not  bear  a  statement  giving  the  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or 
person  for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured. 

On  March  8,  lO^O,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

30.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid."  U.  S.  v.  12  5-gallon  bottles,  more  or  less, 
of  "Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  38.    I.  D.  No.  17942. ) 

The  product,  "Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act;  the  labels  affixed  to  the 
containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of 
the  contents  of  the  containers ;  and  the  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  state- 
ment as  required  by  the  act. 

On  September  9,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condenmation  and  confiscation 
of  12  5-gallon  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid,"  at  Chicago, 
111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  .July  3,  1948,  by  the  Hoggatt  Chemical  Company, 
from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
section  3  of  the  act  in  that  the  lal>els  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product 
did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the 
bottles. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percent- 
age of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each 
of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the 
I)ercentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  October  7,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

31.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid."  U.  S.  v.  20  5-galIon  bottles,  more  or  less, 
of  "Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.     (I.  F.  & R.  No.  .39.    I.  D.  No.  17940. ) 

The  product,  "Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act;  the  labels  affixed  to  the 
containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure 
of  the  contents  of  the  containers  ;  and  the  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  state- 
ment as  required  by  the  act. 

On  August  17,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  reixtrt  l)y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  pi'aying  seizure  for  condenmation  and  confiscation 
of  20  .5-gallon  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid,"  at  Chicago, 
111.,  alle.ging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  July  1~),  1949,  by  the  Hoggatt  Chemical  Company, 
from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  viohition  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  section 
3  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  bottles. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  i>ercentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each 
of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the 
percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  i)er- 
centage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  October  6,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

32.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 
"PLANTthion  4%  Wettable  Powder."  U.  S.  v.  71  packages,  more  or  less, 
of  "PLANTthion  4%  Wettable  Powder."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  42.     I.  D.  No.  17919.) 

The  product,  "PLANTthion  4%  Wettable  Powder,"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act ;  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure 
of  the  contents  of  the  containers ;  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
contained  a  substance  in  quantities  highly  toxic  to  man  and  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  carry  a  statement  of  an  antidote  for  the 
economic  poison ;  and  the  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  re- 
quired by  the  act. 

On  September  9,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  71  packages,  more  or  less,  of  "PLANTthion  4%  Wettable  Powder," 
at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had 
been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  June  8,  1949,  by  the  Plant  Products 
Corporation,  from  New  York,  N.  T.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  .section 
3  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  packages  containing  the  product 
did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  packages. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  further  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
section  3  of  the  act  in  that  the  product  Avas  an  economic  poison  which  contained 
a  substance  in  quantities  highly  toxic  to  man,  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  pack- 
ages containing  the  product  did  not  carry  a  statement  of  an  antidote  for  the 
economic  poison. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  packages  containing  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving 
the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or '  an  ingredient  statement  giving 
the  name  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending 
order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the 
total  percentage  of  inert  ingredients. 

On  October  7,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

33.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20-21."  U.  S.  v. 
1,869  16-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No. 
10-20-21."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  48.     I.  D.  No.  17957. ) 

The  product,  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20-21,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

Oil  October  6,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  1,869  10-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock 
No.  10-20-21,"  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  August  15,  1949,  by  the  West 
Shore  Trading  Company,  from  Valparaiso,  Ind.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 
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On  February  23,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  tlie  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

34.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20-21."    U.  S.  v. 

2,421  16-ounce  contaiiters,  more  or  less,  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No. 
10-20-21."     Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(I.  F.  &  R.  No.  49.     I.  D.  No.  17958.) 

The  product,  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20-21,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  13,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  tbe 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  2,421  16-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol 
Stock  No.  10-20-21,"  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  July  15  and  27,  1949, 
by  the  West  Shore  Trading  Company,  from  Valparaiso,  Ind.,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  February  23,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

35.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"Celcure."  U.  S.  v.  2  55-gallon  drums,  26  5-gallon  pails,  and  119  l.gallon 
cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Celcure."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.     (I,  F.  &  R.  No.  46.     I.  D.  No.  19369.) 

The  product,  "Celcure,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act;  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the 
product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents 
in  terms  of  the  largest  unit  present ;  and  the  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  September  27,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
South  Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  2  55-gallon  drums,  26  5-gallon  pails,  and  119  1-gallon  cans, 
more  or  less,  of  "Celcure,"  at  Columbia,  S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  jiroduct  was  an 
economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  July  26,  1949, 
by  the  Celcure  Wood  Preserving  Corporation,  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  section  3 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
a   statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of   the  containers. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving 
the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving 
the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  Febi-uary  2,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
deliver  the  product  to  a  charitable  institution  in  the  Eastern  District  of  South 
Carolina,  if  such  an  institution  desired  to  receive  the  product  for  use,  other 
than  that  for  human  consumption,  on  its  premises ;  or  to  destroy  the  product  if 
no  institution  desired  to  use  it. 

36.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Wedo  With  2,  4-D."  U.  S.  v.  22 
25-pound  bags  and  43  100-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Wedo  With  2,  4-D." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No. 

47.    I.  D.  No.  17305.) 
The  product,  "Wedo  With  2,  4-D,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  In- 
secticide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the  product 
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showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  September  30,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southei-n  District 
of  West  Virginia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  a  liliel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  22  25-pound  bags  and  43  100-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Wedo 
With  2,  4-D,"  at  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  February  21,  1949,  and 
May  17,  1949,  by  The  Smith  Agricultural  Chemical  Company,  from  Columbus, 
Ohio,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order 
of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

C.  M.  Love  &  Company,  a  corporation,  of  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  claimed  owner- 
ship of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
"ing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation 
decree.  On  December  5,  1949,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,,  and  it 
was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

37.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting^  White  Paint."    U.  S.  v. 

239  5-pound  packages,  more  or  less,  of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White 
Paint."    Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F. 

&  R.  No.  50.    I.  D.  No.  20726. ) 

The  product,  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  13,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  239  5-pound  packages,  more  or  less,  of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint," 
at  West  Springfield,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  August  25,  1949,  by  the 
Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Natural  Bridge,  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agi-icultvire  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  of  Natural  Bridge,  N.  Y., 
claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  March  31,  1950,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant 
under  bond. 

38.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Carbola  Chemical  Company  Louse  Killer  For  Cattle  - 

Poultry."    U.  S.  v.  479  1-pound  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Carbola  Chemical 

Louse  Killer  For  Cattle  -  Poultry."    Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and 

release  under  bond.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  52.     I.  D.  No.  20728. ) 

The  product,  "Carbola  Chemical  Company  Louse  Killer  For  Cattle  -  Poultry," 

was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 

Act. 

On  October  14,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  a  libel  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  479  1-pound  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Carbola  Chemical  Company 
Louse  Killer  For  Cattle  -  Poultry,"  at  West  Springfield,  Mass.,  alleging  that 
the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on 
or  about  July  22,  1949,  and  August  25,  1949,  by  the  Carbola  Chemical  Company, 
Inc.,  from  Natural  Bridge,  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 
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Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  of  Natural  Bridge,  N.  Y., 
claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  January  12,  19.jO,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant 
under  bond. 

39.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Carbola  Chemical  Company  Flea  and  Louse  Killer." 

L^^.  S.  V.  244  2-ounce  packages,  more  or  less,  of  "Carbola  Chemical  Company 
Flea  and   Louse   Killer."     Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and   release 
under  bond.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  53.     I.  D.  No.  2072.^. ) 
The  product,  "Carbola  Chemical  Company  Flea  and  Louse  Killer,"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  14.  1!»41),  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizui-e  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  244  2-ounce  packages,  more  or  less,  of  •'Carbola  Chemical  Company 
Flea  and  Louse  Killer,"  at  West  Springfield,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about 
February  10,  1049.  by  tlie  Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from'  Natural  Bridge, 
N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  of  Natural  Bridge,  N.  Y., 
claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  January  12,  IDHO,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  prodiict  be  released  to  the  claimant  under 
bond. 

40.  Lack  of  registration  of  "CCC  50%  Wettable  DDT  Powder."    U.  S.  v.  240 

1-pound  cans  and  95  4-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CCC  50%  Wettable 
DDT  Powder."    Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond. 

( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  54.    I.  D.  No.  20729. ) 

The  product,  "CCC  50%  Wettable  DDT  Powder,"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  14,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  IMassa- 
chusetts,  acting  upon  a  report  l)y  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  240  1 -pound  cans  and  95  4-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CCC  50% 
Wettable  DDT  Powder."  at  West  Springfield,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about 
November  19,  1948,  by  the  Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Natural  Bridge, 
N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  of  Natural  Bridge,  N.  Y., 
■  claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  January  12,  1950,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under 
bond. 

41.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"Hartsolve  Concentrate."     U.  S.  v.  1  50-gallon  drum  of  "Hartsolve  Con- 
centrate."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  10.    I.  D.  No.  16285. ) 

The  product,  "Hartsolve  Concentrate,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Fed- 
eral Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  the  label  affixed  to  the 
container  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address 
of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  the  product  was  manu- 
factured;  the  label  did  not  contain  directions  for  u.se  which  are  necessary  and, 
if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public;  and  the  label 
did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  June  6,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wis- 
consin, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
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States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  1  50-gallon  drum'  of  "Hartsolve  Concentrate,"  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  inter- 
state, on  or  about  January  27, 1949,  by  the  Hartigan  Oil  Company,  from  Chicago, 
III.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  section 
3  of  the  act  in  that  the  label  affixed  to  the  container  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or 
iperson  for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbianded  in  that  the  labeling  accom- 
panying the  product  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and, 
if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that  the  label 
affixed  to  the  drum  containing  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together 
with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the 
descending  order  of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  to- 
gether with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  February  24,  19.")0,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  or- 
dered to  destroy  the  product. 

42.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White 

Paint,  Special."  U.  S.  v.  199  25-pound  bags  and  505  50-pound  bags,  more 
or  less,  of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint,  Special."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  55.    I.  D. 

No.  20727.) 

The  product,  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint,  Special,"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  nf  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement  in  conformity  with  the  act. 

On  October  14,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  199  25-pound  bags  and  505  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Carbola  The  Dis- 
infecting White  Paint,  Special,"  at  West  Springfield,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
about  August  25,  1949,  by  the  Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Natural 
Bridge,  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  afllxed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  on  the  front 
panels  of  the  immediate  containers,  which  are  presented  or  displayed  under 
customary  conditions  of  purchase. 

Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  of  Natural  Bridge,  N.  Y., 
claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  March  31,  1950,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant 
under  bond. 

43.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White 

Paint  Does  Not  Contain  DDT."  U.  S.  v.  280  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less, 
of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint  Does  Not  Contain  DDT." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  & 

R.  No.  56.    I.  D.  No.  20724.) 
The  product,  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint  Does  Not  Contain  DDT," 
was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act,  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  in  conformity  with  the  act. 
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On  October  14,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  280  50-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White 
Paint  Does  Not  Contain  DDT,"  at  West  Springfield,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
about  May  19,  1949,  by  the  Carbola  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Natural 
Bridge,  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  on  the 
front  panels  of  the  immediate  containers,  which  are  presented  or  displayed  under 
customary  conditions  of  purchase. 

On  November  21,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

44.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  DDT  5%."    U.  S.  v.  41  5-ounce 

bombs,  more  or  less,  of  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  DDT  5%."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.      (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  57.     I.  D. 

No.  1S378.) 

The  product,  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  DDT  5%,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  19,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  41 
5-ounce  bombs,  more  or  less,  of  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  DDT  5%,"  at  Lewiston, 
Idaho,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  July  7,  1949,  by  Blair  Industrial  Laboratories, 
Inc.,  from  Yakima,  Wash.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  November  21,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

45.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  Rotenone  0.75%."    U.  S.  v.  16 

5-ounce  bombs,  more  or  less,  of  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  Rotenone  0.75%"  with 
its  accompanying  labeling  on  48,  more  or  less,  "Blair  Bazooka  Dust  Bomb 
Holders."     Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  58.     I.  D.  No.  1S379. ) 

The  product,  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  Rotenone  0.75%,"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  20,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  16 
5-ounce  bombs,  more  or  less,  of  "Blair  Dust  Bomb  Rotenone  0.75%"  with  its 
accompanying  labeling  on  48,  more  or  less,  "Blair  Bazooka  Dust  Bomb  Holders," 
at  Lewiston,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  July  7,  1949,  by  Blair  Industrial 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  from  Yakima,  Wash.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  November  21,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal 
was  ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

46.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Sanicide."    U.  S.  v.  11  1-gallon  jugs,  more  or  less, 

of  "Sanicide."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion.    (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  59.     I.  D.  No.  18372. ) 
The  product,  "Sanicide,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  24,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
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District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  11 
1-gallon  jugs,  more  or  less,  of  "Sanicide,"  at  Boise,  Idaho,  alleging  tbat  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
about  September  8,  1949,  by  the  Sanitek  Products  Company,  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  November  29,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

47.  Lack  of  registration,  adulteration,  and  misbranding  of  "0.  Pine.  O."  U.  S. 

V.  Aladdin,  Inc.,  a  corporation.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine  $25  on  each 
of  three  counts,  or  a  total  of  $75.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  60.    I.  D.  No.  19826.) 

The  product,  "O.  Pine.  O,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  a  sample  of  the  product 
showed  that  it  contained  79.1  percent  of  water  and  20.9  percent  of  active 
ingredients.  The  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  contain 
an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  January  5,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Georgia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  an  information  against  Aladdin,  Inc.,  a  corpora- 
tion, at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  interstate  shipment,  on  or  about  October  25,  1948, 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  Tampa,  Fla.,  of  quantities  of  an  economic  poison,  known 
as  "O.  Pine.  O,"  in  violation  of  the  act. 

In  count  one,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act 

In  count  two,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  in  that  its 
strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  under  which 
it  was  sold  as  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  stated,  "Inert 
Material — Water — Not  Over  48%,"  whereas  the  product  contained  more  than 
48  percent  of  water. 

In  count  three,  the  product  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  stated :  "Inert  Material — Water — Not 
Over  48%,"  which  statement  was  false  and  misleading  and  served  to  deceive 
and  mislead  purchasers  since  the  product  contained  more  than  48  percent  of 
water. 

In  count  three,  the  product  was  alleged  to  be  further  misbranded  in  that 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together 
with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name 
of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product. 

On  January  16,  1950,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere,  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25  on  each  of  three  counts,  or  a  total  of  $75. 

48.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Rawleigh's  Moth  Crystals."    U.  S.  v.  4,199  9-ounce 

cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Rawleigh's  Moth  Crystals."  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F,  &  R.  No.  19.     I.  D.  No. 

17893.) 

The  product,  "Rawleigh's  Moth  Crystals,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  June  23,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  4,199 
9-ounce  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Rawleigh's  Moth  Crystals,"  at  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate,  on  or  about  May  16,  1949,  by  The  W.  T.  Rawleigh  Co.,  from  Freepoi-t, 
111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  July  18,  1949.  The  W.  T.  Rawleigh  Co.,  of  Freeport,  111.,  claimed  ownership 
of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation 
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decree.     On  September  26,  1949,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it 
was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

49.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Bri-Test  Jifify  Mist  Aero  .  Sol."    U.  S.  v.  1,879  con- 

tainers, more  or  less,  of  "Bri-Test  Jiffy  Mist  Aero  .  Sol."  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  P.  &  R.  No.  63.    I.  D.  No. 

20622.) 

The  product,  "Bri-Test  Jiffy  Mist  Aero  .  Sol,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  November  17,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  1,879 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Bri-Test  Jiffy  Mist  Aero  .  Sol,"  at  Washington, 
D.  C,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  October  27, 1949,  by  Bri-Test,  Inc.,  from  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Bri-Test,  Inc.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release 
under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act,  and 
consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  December  20,  1949,  a 
decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

50.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Pinesol  The  Great  Household  Dis- 

infectant and  Deodorizer."  U.  S.  v.  11  1-gallon  jugs,  more  or  less,  of 
"Pinesol  The  Great  Household  Disinfectant  and  Deodorizer."  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  64. 
LD.  No.  19452.) 

The  product,  "Pinesol,  The  Great  Household  Disinfectant  and  Deodorizer," 
was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act,  and  the  labels  aflixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  November  26,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  South  Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  11  1-gallon  jugs,  more  or  less,  of  "Pinesol  The  Great  House- 
hold Disinfectant  and  Deodorizer,"  at  Greenville,  S.  C,  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about 
October  14,  1949,  by  Jos.  C.  Shepard,  from  Wilmington,  N.  C,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product. 

On  January  3,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

51.  Lack   of   registration   and   misbranding   of   "Pennitrato   Liquid    Coating." 

U.  S.  V.  16  1-gallon  cans  and  5  5-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Pennitrato 
Liquid  Coating."     Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction.    ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  65.     I.  D.  No.  19454. ) 
The  product,  "Pennitrato  Liquid  Coating,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  con- 
tainers of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the 
act. 

On  November  26,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
South  Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  16  1-gallon  cans  and  5  5-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Pennitrato 
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Liquid  Coating,"  at  Seneca,  S.  C,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  May  19,  1949,  by  the 
Elroy  Naval  Stores,  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Vidalia,  Ga.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  aflSxed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order 
of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  January  3,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

52.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label,  and  misbranding  of 

"Glycolaire  Vapor  Liquid."  U.  S.  v.  19  1-quart  bottles,  more  or  less,  of 
"Glycolaire  Vapor  Liquid."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  75.    I.  D.  No.  20218. ) 

The  product,  "Glycolaire  Vapor  Liquid,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act ;  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents 
of  the  containers  ;  and  the  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required 
by  the  act. 

On  March  7,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  19  1-quart  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "Glycolaire  Vapor  Liquid,"  at 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had 
been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  November  22,  1949,  by  the  Glycolaire 
Purifier  Company,  from  Columbus,  Ohio,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  section 
3  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  descending  order 
of  the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

On  May  25,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation,  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

53.  Lack  of  registration,  misbranding,  and  adulteration  of  "Stanley's  Bleach." 

U.  S.  V.  237  1-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Stanley's  Bleach."  De- 
fault decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R. 

No.  73.    I.  D.  No.  21022.) 

The  product,  "Stanley's  Bleach,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed 
that  it  contained  less  than  5.25  percent  sodium  hypochloride  and  more  than  the 
94.75  percent  of  inert  ingredients  claimed  on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product,  and  that  the  claims  made  on  the  labels  were  otherwise  false  and 
misleading. 

On  February  23,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  237  1-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Stanley's  Bleach,"  at  New  Bedford, 
Mass.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  December  5,  1949,  by  Rhode  Island  Sales  Co., 
from  Providence,  R.  I.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbrandpd  in  that  the  statements: 
"Stanley's  *  *  *  BLEACH  *  *  *  a  DISINFECTANT  CLEANSER  DI- 
RECTIONS As  usual,  soap  and  rub  clothes,  then  place  in  tub,  taking  care  to 
have  the  most  soiled  pieces  on  top.  This  done,  to  each  pail  of  very  warm  water 
add  one  cup  full  of  Stanley's  Bleach.  Leave  clothes  ten  to  fifteen  minutes 
before  rinsing  and  wring  out  in  bluing  water.  The  clothes  MUST  NOT  BE 
BOILED.  Stanley's  Bleach  will  remove  all  stains,  even  in  cloth  that  has  been 
mildewed.  Warranted  not  to  injure  the  hands.  Good  for  general  house  cleaning 
and  as  a  disinfectant  cleanser.  *  *  *  ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS:  Sodium 
Hypochlorite  5.25%,  INERT  INGREDIENTS  94.75%  When  Packed  100% 
*  *  *  MANUFACTURED  BY  RHODE  ISLAND  SALES  CO.  PROVIDENCE, 
R.  I.,"  borne  on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  were  false  and 
misleading  as  the  statements  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained 
5.25  percent  of  sodium  hypochlorite  and  94.75  percent  of  inert  ingredients,  and 
that  it  would  disinfect  soiled  laundry  and  act  as  a  disinfectant  for  general  house 
cleaning,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  5.25  i)ercent  of  sodium  hypo- 
chlorite and  more  than  94.75  percent  of  inert  ingredients  and  would  not  disinfect 
soiled  laundry  or  act  as  a  disinfectant  for  general  house  cleaning. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  in  that  its  strength  or  purity 
fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  exi3ressed  on  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  since  the  labels  stated  in  part:  "*  *  *  ACTIVE 
INGREDIENTS :  Sodium  Hypochlorite  5.25%,  INERT  INGREDIENTS  94.75%," 
whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  5.25  percent  sodium  hypochlorite  and 
more  than  94.75  percent  inert  ingredients. 

On  April  17,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  release 
the  product  to  a  charitable  institution. 

54.  Lack  of  registration  of  'Tearless  Rat  and  Mice  Bombs."    U.  S.  v.  25  display 

cards,  more  or  less,  each  containing  24  '/a -ounce  cellophane  bags  of 
'Teerless  Rat  and  Mice  Bombs."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.    ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  77.    I.  D.  No.  21068. ) 

The  product,  "Peerless  Rat  and  Mice  Bombs,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  March  20,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
25  display  cards,  more  or  less,  each  containing  24  %-ounce  cellophane  bags  of 
"Peerless  Rat  and  Mice  Bombs,"  at  Manchester,  N.  H.,  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about 
January  3,  1950,  by  the  Peerless  Laboratories,  Inc.,  from  Palmer,  Mass.,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  May  22,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  de- 
stroy the  product. 

55.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding,  and  adulteration  of 

"PinEniP."    U.  S.  v.  Morris  J.  Schneider  and  David  Schneider,  partners, 
doing  business  as  M.  Schneider  &  Sons.    Plea  of  guilty  by  David  Schneider 
on  counts  one  and  two.    Fine  of  $300;  count  three  dismissed.    Information 
against  Morris  J.  Schneider  dismissed.     (I,  F.  &  R.  No.  84.     I.  D.  No. 
18934.) 
An  examination  of  the  product,  "PinEniP,"  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  the  name  and  address  of  the  manu- 
facturer, registrant,  or  person  for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured,  nor 
the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers.     An  analysis  of  the 
product  showed  that  it  contained  40.25  percent  of  water,  which  was  about  four 
times  the  amount  claimed,  and  only  59.75  percent  of  the  active  ingredients,  pine 
oil  and  soap,  instead  of  the  90  percent  claimed. 

On  May  8,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  an  information  against  Morris  J.   Schneider  and  David 
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Schneider,  partners,  doing  busine^ss  as  M.  Schneider  &  Sons,  alleging  interstate 
shipment,  on  or  about  June  13,  1949,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  to  New  Haven,  Conn., 
of  12  1-gallon  cans  and  2  5-gallon  cans  of  an  economic  poison  product,  known 
as  "PinEnil,"  in  violation  of  the  act. 

In  count  one,  it  was  alleged  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  prod- 
\ict  did  not  bear  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person 
for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured,  nor  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the 
contents  of  the  containers. 

In  count  two,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  its 
labeling  bore  statements  relative  to  the  ingredients  of  the  product  which  were 
false  or  misleading  since  the  labeling  stated,  in  part:  "Active  Ingredients  .  . 
Pine  Oil  60%,  Soap  30%,  Inert  Ingredients  .  .  10%,"  whereas  the  product  con- 
tained less  than  90  percent  of  pine  oil  and  soap  and  more  than  10  percent  of 
inert  ingredients. 

In  count  three,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  in  that  its 
strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its 
labeling  since  the  labeling  stated,  in  part :  "Active  Ingredients :  Pine  Oil  60%, 
Soap  30%,  Inert  Ingredients :  10%,"  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than 
90  percent  of  pine  oil  and  soap  and  more  than  10  percent  of  inert  ingredients. 

On  May  22,  1950,  David  Schneider  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  to  counts  one  and 
two,  and  on  June  8,  1950,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $150  on  each  of  the  two 
counts,  or  a  total  fine  of  $300.  Count  three  was  dismissed.  The  information 
against  the  codefendant,  Morris  J.  Schneider,  was  dismissed. 

56.  Lack  of  registration  of  "SMARTSHIELD    *     *     *     *     CLEAR."    U.  S.  v. 

46  1-quart  cans,  100  1-pint  cans,  and  200  Vi-pint  cans,  more  or  less,  of 
"SMARTSHIELD  *  *  *  *  CLEAR."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  27.    I.  D.  No.  16398.) 

The  product,  "SMARTSHIELD  *  *  *  *  CLEAR,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  6,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wis- 
consin, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  46  1-quart  cans,  100  1-pint  cans,  and  200  %-pint  cans,  more  or  less,  of 
"SMARTSHIELD  ♦  *  *  *  CLEAR,"  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  econ5mic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
about  March  25,  1949,  by  the  Yates  &  Smart  Paint  Co.,  from  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  June  26,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  deliver 
the  product  to  the  Milwaukee  County  House  of  Correction,  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
for  its  use. 

57.  Misbranding  of  "ANT-X."    U.  S.  v.  Robert  H.  Harkins,  doing  business  under 

the  style  and  trade  name  of  Nott  Manufacturing  Company.  Plea  of 
guilty.    Fine  $25.    (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  5.    I.  D.  No.  17542.) 

An  examination  of  "ANT-X"  showed  that  it  consisted  of  a  mixture  of  thallium 
sulphate,  sugar  and  fatty  material,  and  fibrous  material  apparently  of  woody 
or  vegetable  origin.  The  net  weight  shown  on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product  was  300  grains,  whereas  the  average  net  weight  was  approximately 
221  grains. 

On  April  26,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  Yoi-k,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  an  information  against  Robei't  H.  Harkins,  doing 
business  under  the  style  and  trade  name  of  Nott  Manufacturing  Company, 
alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce,  on  or  about  July  29,  1948,  from  Mount 
Vernon,  N.  Y.,  to  Boston,  Mass.,  of  quantities  of  a  product  known  as  "ANT-X" 
which  was  deemed  to  have  been  an  economic  poison  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  "WT.  300 
GRS."  borne  on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  was  false  and 
misleading  and  served  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers  since  the  net  weight 
of  the  product  was  less  than  300  grains. 
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On  May  26,  1950,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  and  the  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $25. 

58.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Para-Scent  Prevents  Moths  Closet 

Holder  for  Paradi."  U.  S.  v.  574  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Para-Scent 
Prevents  Moths  Closet  Holder  for  Paradi."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  87.     I.  D.  No.  18569.) 

The  product,  "Para-Scent  Prevents  Moths  Closet  Holder  for  Paradi,"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an 
examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labeling  accompanying  it  did  not 
contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate 
for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

The  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey,  acting  upon  a 
report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court 
a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  574  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  "Para-Scent  Prevents  Moths  Closet  Holder  for  Paradi,"  at  Trenton, 
N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  March  17, 1950,  by  the  Advance  Products  Company, 
from  New  York,  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  its  accompanying  labeling 
did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with, 
adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  June  12,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

59.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Southern's  Fog  Mix  115."    U.  S. 

v.  One  drum  containing  25  gallons,  more  or  less,  of  "Southern's  Fog  Mix 
115."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F. 

&  R.  No.  95.     I.  D.  No.  21530.) 

The  product,  "Southern's  Fog  Mix  115,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  An  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  the  label  aflEixed  to  the  container  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
warning  or  caution  statement  nor  an  ingredient  statement ;  the  labeling  accom- 
panying the  product  did  not  contain  directions  for  use,  as  required  by  the  act; 
and  the  labels  claimed  that  the  product  contained  sulphur  copper,  whereas  it  did 
not  contain  sulphur  copper. 

On  June  5,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  one 
drum  containing  25  gallons,  more  or  less,  of  "Southern's  Fog  Mix  115,"  at  Adel, 
Ga.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate,  on  or  about  March  3,  1950,  by  Southern  Chemicals,  Inc.,  from  Sanford, 
Fla.,  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  its  label  bore  the  following 
statements :  "Active  Ingredients  DDT  Dichloro  Diphenyl  Trichloroethane,  Sul- 
phur (93% — 325  Mesh)  Copper  Inert  Ingredients,"  whereas  the  product  contained 
no  sulphur  and  no  copper. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  further  misbranded  in  that  its  accompanying 
labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  com- 
plied with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  further  misbranded  in  that  its  label  did  not 
contain  a  caution  or  warning  statement  which  is  necessary  and,  if  complied  with, 
adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  further  misbranded  in  that  its  label  did  not 
bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active 
ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the 
product,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient, 
together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  in 
the  product. 

The  product  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell 
below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling  since  the 
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labeling  stated,  in  part :  "Active  Ingredients  DDT  Dichloro  Diphenyl  Trichloro- 
ethane,  Sulphur  (93% — 325  Mesh)  Copi^er  Inert  Ingredients,"  whereas  the 
product  contained  no  sulphur  and  no  copper. 

On  July  14,  1950,  no  claimant  having-  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

60.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"Triethylene  Glycol  Air  Purification  Grade."  U.  S,  v.  143  1-gallon  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "Triethylene  Glycol  Air  Purification  Grade." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.  &  R. 

No.  74.    I.  D.  No.  21053.) 

The  product,  "Triethylene  Glycol  Air  Purification  Grade,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examina- 
tion of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product 
did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  con- 
tainers nor  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  February  27,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  143  1-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Triethylene  Glycol  Air  Purification 
Grade,"  at  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  April  29, 1949,  by  Jon-Howard, 
Inc.,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  act  in  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product. 

John  S.  Fallow,  doing  business  as  J.  S.  Fallow  &  Co.,  of  New  Bedford,  Mass., 
claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  pursuant 
to  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  June  26, 
1950,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product 
be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  com- 
pliance with  the  act. 

61.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"First  Antiseptic  Rug  and  Upholstery  Shampoo"  and  "First  For  Floors 
Antiseptic  Liquid  Detergent."  U.  S.  v.  2  15-gallon  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "First  Antiseptic  Rug  and  Upholstery  Shampoo"  and  7  30-gallon  con- 
tainers, 5  55-gallon  containers,  and  5  15-gallon  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "First  For  Floors  Antiseptic  Liquid  Detergent."  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  88.  I.  D.  Nos. 
20403,20404.) 

The  products,  "First  Antiseptic  Rug  and  Upholstery  Shampoo"  and  "First  For 
Floors  Antiseptic  Liquid  Detergent,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  In- 
secticide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the  products 
showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  products  did  not  bear  a 
statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  nor  an 
ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  Mny  3, 1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  2  15- 
gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "First  Antiseptic  Rug  and  Upholstery  Shampoo" 
and  7  30-gallon  containers,  5  55-gallon  containers,  and  5  15-gallon  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "First  For  Floors  Antiseptic  Liquid  Detergent,"  at  Franklin 
Park,  111.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been 
transported  interstate,  on  or  about  November  10,  1949,  and  January  29,  1950, 
respectively,  by  Piatt  &  Smillie  Chemicals,  Inc.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  failed  to  comply  with  the  act  in  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  products  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  products  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  products,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product. 

Piatt  &  Smillie  Chemicals,  Inc.,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
products  and  requested  their  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act,  and  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  June  13,  1950,  a  decree  of 
condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  released  to 
the  claimant  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  them  into  compliance  with 
the  act. 

62.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Plastic  Roxide"  or  "Insecti-Sol." 

U.  S.  V.  Rox  Ex  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation.    Plea  of  guilty.    Fine,  $500 ; 
execution  of  sentence  suspended  for  2  years.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  78.    I.  D. 

No.  19846.) 

The  product,  "Plastic  Roxide"  or  "Insecti-Sol,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement,  necessary  directions,  and  an  ingredient 
statement  as  required  by  the  act.  An  analysis  of  the  product  showed  that  it 
contained  organic  thiocyanates  equivalent  to  1.58  percent  of  a  mixture  of  beta 
butoxy  beta'  thiocyano  diethyl  ether  and  beta  thiocyauoethyl  esters  of  mixed 
fatty  acids  containing  10  to  18  carbon  atoms,  and  4.48  percent  of  technical 
chlordane,  in  solution  in  petroleum  distillate. 

On  June  13, 1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Michi- 
gan, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  an  information  against  Rox  Ex  Company,  Inc.,  a  corpora- 
tion, alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce,  on  or  about  December  17,  1948, 
from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Lake  Worth,  Fla.,  of  an  economic  poison,  known  as  "Plastic 
Roxide"  or  "Insecti-Sol,"  in  violation  of  the  act. 

In  count  one,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

In  count  two,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  it  did 
not  have  a  label  bearing  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage 
of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  in- 
gredients in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each 
active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients  in  the  product. 

In  count  two,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that 
it  did  not  have  a  label  containing  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which  is  neces- 
sary and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

In  count  two,  it  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that 
it  was  not  accompanied  by  labeling  containing  directions  for  use  which  are 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  July  10,  1950,  the  defendant  corporation  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  and  the 
court  imposed  a  fine  of  $200  on  count  one  and  $300  on  count  two,  or  a  total  fine 
of  $500,    Execution  of  sentence  was  suspended  for  2  years. 

63.  Lack  of   registration   and   misbranding   of   "A-C   Deodorol."     U.   S.  v.  8 

400-pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "A-C  Deodorol."    Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  97.     I.  D, 

No.  20432.) 
An  examination  of  "A-C  Deodorol"  showed  that  this  product  was  not  registered 
under   the   Federal   Insecticide,    Fungicide,    and   Rodenticide   Act ;    the   labels 
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aflSxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as 
required  by  the  act ;  the  labels  did  not  bear  necessary  directions ;  and  the  labels 
did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement. 

On  June  7,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  8  400-pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "A-C  Deodorol,"  at  Holland, 
Mich.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  October  25,  1949,  by  American  Aerosol,  Inc.,  from 
Associated  Chemists,  Inc.,  Bartlett,  111.,  to  Valparaiso,  Ind.,  and  subsequently 
to  Holland,  Mich.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving 
the  name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients, 
together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that  its  accom- 
panying labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if 
complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  contain  a  warning  or  caution 
statement  which  is  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury 
to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  July  11,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

64.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Hartz  Mountain  E-Z  Kleen  Flea  Powder."    U.  S.  v. 

756  I'/z -ounce  cans,  more  or  less,  of  **Hartz  Mountain  E-Z  Kleen  Flea 
Powder."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  22.     I.  D.  No.  17855. ) 

The  product,  "Hartz  Mountain  E-Z  Kleen  Flea  Powder,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  7,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  756  li/o-ounce  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Hartz  Mountain  E-Z  Kleen  Flea  Powder," 
at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate,  on  or  about  January  27, 1949,  by  Hartz  Mountain  Products, 
from  New  York,  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  October  17,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

65.  Lack  of   registration   of  "Hartz   Mountain   No.  400  My-T-Mite   Powder." 

U.  S.  V.  5,388  % -ounce  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Hartz  Mountain  No.  400 
My-T-Mite  Powder."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  23.     I.  D.  No.  17852. ) 

The  product,  "Hartz  Mountain  No.  400  My-T-Mite  Powder,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  8, 1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
5,388  %-ounce  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "Hartz  Mountain  No.  400  My-T-Mite 
Powder,"  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  March  23,  1949,  by  Hartz  Mountain 
Products,  from  New  York,  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  October  17,  1949,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 
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66.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Vet  Aerosol  Insecticide  Bombs." 

U.  S.  V.  572  "Vet  Aerosol  Insecticide  Bombs,"  more  or  less.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.  &,  R.  No.  71. 

I.  D.Nos.  18019,18020.) 

The  product,  "Vet  Aerosol  Insecticide  Bombs,"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  lusecticitie,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  an  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  Green  Industries,  Inc.,  was  not  the  manufacturer  of  the 
product,  as  claimed. 

On  February  3,  1950,  tlie  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  572 
"Vet  Aerosol  Insecticide  Bombs,"  more  or  less,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  alleging  that 
the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  caused  to  be  transported 
interstate,  on  or  about  December  14,  1949,  and  January  10,  1950,  by  Associated 
Chemists,  Inc.,  from  Bartlett,  111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  its  labeling  bore  state- 
ments relative  to  the  product  which  were  false  and  misleading  since  the  labels 
stated  "Green  Industries,  Inc.,"  implying  that  Green  Industries,  Inc.,  was  the 
manufacturer  of  the  product,  whereas  it  was  not  the  manufacturer  of  the  product. 

Green  Industries,  Inc.,  of  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product, 
requested  its  release  vmder  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance 
with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  April  24, 
1950,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product 
be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

67.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information,  misbranding,  and  adultera- 

tion of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20-21."  U.  S.  v.  1,582  16-ounce 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20-21." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  &  R. 

No.  76.    I.  D.  No.  179S0.) 

The  product,  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20-21,"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of 
the  product  showed  that  the  net  weight  of  contents  of  the  containers  of  the 
product  was  less  than  the  16  ounces  claimed  on  the  labels  aflixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product,  and  the  statement  of  net  contents  was  not  in  terms  of  the  largest 
unit  of  weight  present  in  the  product.  The  examination  further  showed  that 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  state- 
ment as  required  by  the  act ;  the  product  contained  less  than  3  percent  DDT ;  the 
names  DDT,  pyrethrum  extract,  and  hydrocarbon  oil  are  incorrect  names  of 
ingredients ;  and  the  product  when  used  as  directed  was  not  effective  in  the 
control  of  mosquitoes  and  biting  flies. 

On  March  31,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  1,582  16-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No. 
10-20-21,"  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  August  11,  1949,  by  the  West 
Shore  Trading  Co.,  from  Valparaiso,  Ind.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  act  in  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  in  terms  of  the  largest  unit  present 
in  the  product  as  required  by  subdivision  3a  (2)  (c)  of  the  act  and  section  162.6 
of  the  regulations  issued  under  the  act  (7  CFR  162.6),  since  the  statement  of 
net  weight  was  in  terms  of  ounces  and  the  largest  unit  present  in  the  product 
was  1  pound. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the 
containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  required  by  sub- 
divisions 3a(5),  2u(2)  (e).  and  2j  of  the  act  and  section  162.7  of  the  regulations 
issued  under  the  act  (7  CFR  162.7)  giving  the  well  known  common  name,  or.  If 
there  is  no  common  name,  the  correct  chemical  name,  and  percentage  of  each  of 
the  active  ingredients  in  the  product,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
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inert  ingredients  in  tlie  product,  or  giving  the  well  known  common  name,  or,  if 
tliere  is  no  common  name,  the  correct  chemical  name,  of  each  of  the  active  and 
each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product,  in  the  descending  order  of  the  per- 
centage of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  product. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that  its  labeling 
bore  statements  relative  to  the  product  and  its  ingredients  which  were  false 
and  misleading  since  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  bore 
the  statements:  'INSECTICIDE.  AEROSOL  STOCK  NO.  10-2tK-21  NON- 
INFLAINIMABLB  STORE  BELOW  170°  F  FOR  USE  ONLY  AGAINST  MOS- 
QUITOES AND  BITING  FLIES  CONTENTS  Ifi-OZ  DDT  3%.  PYRETHRUM 
EXTRACT  2%,  HYDROCARBON  OIL  5%.  CYCLOHEXANONE  r.%  AND 
FREON-12  85%  CAUTION  RELEASE  1  FOOT  OK  MORE  FROM  ANY  SUR- 
FACE. NEVER  SPRAY  PLASTIC  DIRECTLY.  DISPENSE  ONLY  FOR  TIME 
INDICATED.  USE  SPARINGLY  A  CLOSED  I'YRAMIDAL  TENT  WILL  RE- 
QUIRE ONLY  10  SECONDS  SPRAYING :  A  PUP  TENT.  1  SECOND  :  4  SEC- 
ONDS OP  SPRAYING  IS  AMPLE  FOR  EACH  1000  CU.  FT.  (10'  x  10'  x  10'). 
NOT  NECESSARY  TO  SPRAY  DIRECTLY  ON  INSECTS  BUT  MERELY  RE- 
LEASE IN  AIR  AS  AEROSOL  ACTS  LIKE  A  GAS  AND  PENETRATES  INTO 
CREVICES.  TEMPORARILY  EFFECTIVE  IN  SHELTERED  OUT-DOOR 
AREAS.  INSTRUCTIONS  1.  REMOVE  TAPE  WHICH  HOLDS  VALVE  IN 
PLACE.  2.  SCREW  VALVE  DOWN  TIGHT  INTO  DISPENSER  TO  PIERCE 
DIAPHRAGM.  3.  LOCATION  OF  SPRAY  OPENING  ON  SIDE  OF  VALVE 
IS  INDICATED  BY  WHITE  DOT  ON  CONTAINER.  4.  TO  OPERATE  SPRAY, 
TURN  VALVE  TO  LEFT  APPROXIMATELY  Vt  INCH.  .5.  TO  STOP,  TURN 
VALVE  TO  RIGHT  FIRMLY  UNTIL  CLOSED.  6.  AN  EFFECTIVE  SPRAY 
WILL  BE  LIBERATED  ONLY  WHEN  DISPENSER  IS  HELD  SO  THAT  THE 
VALVE  IS  ON  TOP.  LOT  NO.  D854821  U.  S.  PAT.  NO.  2.329.074  MANUFAC- 
TURED BY  AMERICAN  AEROSOL  INSECTICIDE  CORP.  CHICAGO,  ILL." 
which  statements  implied  or  represented  that  the  net  weight  of  the  product 
was  16  ounces,  that  the  product  when  used  as  directed  was  effective  in  the  con- 
trol of  mosquitoes  and  biting  flies,  and  that  the  product  contained  3  percent 
DDT,  whereas  the  net  weight  of  the  product  was  less  than  16  ounces,  the 
product  when  used  as  directed  was  not  effective  in  the  control  of  mosquitoes 
and  biting  flies,  and  the  product  contained  less  than  3  percent  DDT. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  in  that  its  strength  or  purity 
fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling  since 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  prodiict  bore  the  statement:  "3% 
DDT,"  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  3  percent  DDT. 

On  July  19,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

68.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 
"40  Saf-Te-Gard  Triethylene  Glycol  Pads."  U.  S.  v.  34  cans,  more  or 
less,  each  containing  "40  Saf-Te-Gard  Triethylene  Glycol  Pads."  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  79. 
I.  D.  No.  20337.) 

The  product,  "40  Saf-Te-Gard  Triethylene  Glycol  Pads,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  exami- 
nation of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the 
product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents 
of  the  containers  and  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  April  6,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Wisconsin,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  34  cans,  more  or  less,  each  containing  "40  Saf-Te-Gard  Triethylene 
Glycol  Pads,"  at  Milwaul<ee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  January  18,  19.50,  by 
the  Wm.  Bai'oned  Corporation,  from  Chicago,  111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  act  in  that  the 
labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the 
net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  aflSxed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  July  20,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

69.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Kimbell's  Kalex  Bleach."    U.  S.  v. 

1,798  1-quart  containers,  299  '/2-gallon  containers,  and  59  l-gallon  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "Kimbell's  Kalex  Bleach."  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  SI.    I.  D.  No.  19211.) 

The  product,  "KimbeH's  Kalex  Bleach,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  Kimbell  Food  Products  Co.  was  not  the  manufacturer  of  the  product, 
as  implied  on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product,  and  the  product 
was  not  the  germ  killer  or  purifier  that  was  claimed  on  the  labels. 

On  April  7,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  1,798  1-quart  containers,  299  %-gallon  containers,  and  59  l-gallon  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "Kimbell's  Kalex  Bleach,"  at  Pecos,  Tex.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
about  December  29,  1949,  by  the  Roisman  Products  Co.,  from  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretai"y  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  its  labeling  bore  state- 
ments relative  to  the  product  which  were  false  and  misleading  since  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  bore  the  statements ;  "*  *  *  Kim- 
bell's Kalex  *  *  *  Bleach  Disinfects  Bleaches — Removes  Stains — Kills 
germs — Deodorizes — Purifies  *  *  *  Manufactured  By  Kimbell  Food  Prod- 
ucts Co.  Ft.  Worth,  Texas,"  which  statements  implied  or  represented  that  the 
product  when  used  as  directed  would  kill  all  germs  or  purify  and  that  the 
product  was  manufactured  by  the  Kimbell  Food  Products  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
whereas  the  product  when  used  as  directed  would  not  kill  all  germs  or  purify 
and  the  product  was  not  manufactured  by  the  Kimbell  Food  Products  Co.,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex. 

On  May  16,  1950,  Kimbell-Pecos  Company,  of  Pecos,  Tex.,  claimed  ownership 
of  the  product,  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it 
into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation 
decree.  On  the  same  day,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

70.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  and  misbranding  of  "Gly- 

Co-Sol."  U.  S.  V.  23  30-ounce  jars,  more  or  less,  of  "Gly-Co-Sol." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.  F.  & 

R.  No.  96.     I.  D.  No.  23312. ) 

The  product,  "Gly-Co-Sol,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that 
the  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  borne 
on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  was  not  in  terms  of  the 
largest  unit  present,  and  the  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as 
required  by  the  act. 

On  June  7,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  23  30-ounce 
jars,  more  or  less,  of  "Gly-Co-Sol,"  at  Wichita,  Kans.,  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  tvansjiorted  interstate,  on  or  about 
February  16,  1950,  by  James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  act  in  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  contaiuers  of  the  product  did  uot  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  in  terms  of  the  largest  unit  present 
since  the  statement  of  net  weight  was  in  terms  of  ounces  and  the  largest  unit 
present  was  a  pound. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  failed  to  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients,  together 
with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  prodiict. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  in  that  its  labeling 
bore  statements  which  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  represented  and 
implied  that  the  product  when  used  as  directed  would  sterilize  air,  kill  all  the 
bacteria  in  the  air,  aid  in  destroying  air-borne  bacteria,  prevent  individuals 
from  contracting  colds  and  disease  from  air-borne  bacteria,  and  protect  individ- 
uals from  infection  by  air-horne  bacteria  and  viruses,  and  that  the  product 
would  be  ideal  for  use  in  decontaminating  the  air  in  offices,  reception  rooms, 
homes,  sick  rooms,  waiting  rooms,  and  other  places  implied  by  the  term  "any- 
where," whereas  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  sterilize  air,  kill 
all  the  bacteria  in  the  air,  aid  in  destroying  air-borne  bacteria,  prevent  individ- 
uals from  contracting  colds  and  disease  from  air-borne  bacteria,  and  protect 
individuals  from  infection  by  air-borne  bacteria  and  viruses  and  would  not  be 
ideal  for  use  in  decontaminating  the  air  in  offices  and  other  places  as  claimed : 
(Label)  "GLY-CO-SOL  Quotation  from  Hygeia  Magazine — April  1,  1948:  'With 
a  spray,  one  gram  of  propylene  glycol  will  sterilize  2.000,000  cubic  centimeters 
of  air.  But  with  a  vaporizer  the  same  amount  of  propylene  will  kill  all  the 
bacteria  in  20,000,000  cubic  centimeters  of  air.  As  for  triethylene  glycol,  it 
was  effective  in  unbelievable  dilution  of  one  gram  to  half  a  billion  cubic  cen- 
timeters of  air.  A  single  drop  of  the  stuff,  vaporized,  could  clean  the  "'bugs" 
out  of  a  ten  by  ten  room  in  less  time  than  it  takes  to  read  about  it.'  *  *  * 
DIRECTIONS  Remove  Cap.  Pull  up  wick  until  notches  fit  securely  in  neck 
of  bottle.  Place  the  bottle  upright  in  the  GLY-CO-SOL  dispenser.  The  GLY- 
CO-SOL  disiDenser  can  be  plugged  into  any  110  AC  or  DC  outlet  and  left  there 
continuously  if  desired.  The  contents  of  this  bottle  will  last  approximately  two 
weeks  if  the  GLY-CO-SOL  dispenser  is  operating  continuously.  *  *  *  "  (Cir- 
cular) "Avail  yourself  of  science's  latest  method  for  decontamination  of  air. 
By  reducing  the  number  of  air  borne  bacteria  and  virus  particles  the  chances 
of  contracting  disease  from  air  borne  germs  is  considerably  lessened.  *  *  * 
This  new  vaporizer  is  ideal  for  use  in  offices,  homes,  reception  rooms,  waiting 
rooms,  sick  rooms,  in  fact  anywhere  that  decontamination  of  air  is  desired. 
Best  results  are  obtained  when  the  glycol  vapor  saturation  is  about  50%  and 
the  humidity  ranging  between  25%  and  60%.  No  claims  are  made  that  the 
GLY-CO-SOL  vaporizer  will  insure  the  prevention  of  colds.  Its  continuous  iise 
is  recommended  simply  as  a  common  sense  method  of  reducing  the  incidence 
of  infection  which  may  come  from  air-borne  germs  and  viruses.  *  *  *  Glycol 
vapors  are  odorless,  practically  invisible  and  are  harmless  to  humans  and  pets. 
Just  a  very  minute  quantity  will  help  reduce  the  numbers  of  bacteria  in  the  air. 
These  are  odorless,  tasteless,  and  non-toxic  vapors.  *  *  *  GLY-CO-SOL  is  avail- 
able in  fragrantly  scented  odors  or  odorless.  The  scented  type  performs  a 
double  duty  and  not  only  aids  in  destroying  air-borne  bacteria  but  does  a  i>erfect 
deodorizing  job  as  well,  thus  eliminating  the  usual  sweet,  heavily  odored  per- 
fumes commonly  used  for  this  purpose.  *  *  *  Here  is  modern  science  at  its 
best — the  GLY-CO-SOL  unit  is  available  for  protection  while  at  work  whether  in 
office  or  factory.  It  has  been  estimated  that  approximately  $600.0(X».(MK>  a  year 
is  spent  for  pills,  salves  and  nosedrops  used  in  treating  nearly  280,0(^0.000  com- 
mon colds.  Colds  and  disease  contracted  from  air-borne  bacteria  can  be  pre- 
vented to  a  very  great  degree  by  constantly  keeping  the  air  full  of  glycol  vapor. 
Glycol  vapors  are  harmless  to  humans  but  deadly  to  bacteria.  Laboratory  re- 
ports show  glycol  vapors  are  also  deadly  to  the  influenza  virus.  Here  then  is 
first  hand  sensible  protection,  year  around  and  at  a  minimum  of  cost." 

On  July  11,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 
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71.  Lack  of  registration  of  "Miller's  Garden  Soildusto."     U.  S.  v.  143  1-pound 

bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Miller's  Garden  Soildusto."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  3(5.  I.  D.  No. 
17781.) 

The  product,  "Miller's  Garden  Soildusto,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Fed- 
eral Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  August  5,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a  rei>ort  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  143  1-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Miller's  Garden  Soildusto,"  at 
Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  whicli  had 
been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  April  1,  1949,  by  the  Miller  Products 
Co.,  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  April  13,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

72.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "Disilyn  Brand  of  Quaternary  Am- 

monium Chloride  Water  Soluble  Crystals."  U.  S.  v.  118  cartons,  more  or 
less,  each  containing  128  individual  3-gram  packets  of  "Disilyn  Brand  of 
Quaternary  Ammonium  Chloride  Water  Soluble  Crystals."  Consent  de- 
cree of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.  F.  &  R.  No.  90.  I.  D. 
No.  19283.) 

The  product,  "Disilyn  Brand. of  Quaternary  Ammonium  Chloride  Water  Solu- 
ble Crystals,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  state  the  net  contents  in  terms  of  the 
avoirdupois  ounce,  nor  was  the  net  contents  stated  in  terms  of  weight  in  general 
use  by  users  of  the  economic  poison. 

On  June  5,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Nevada,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  118  cartons, 
more  or  less,  each  containing  128  individual  3-gram  packets  of  "Disilyn  Brand 
of  Quaternary  Ammonium  Chloride  Water  Soluble  Crystals,"  at  Reno,  Nov., 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate,  on  or  about  April  29,  1950,  by  the  Lynwood  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Chicago, 
111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  on  the 
labels  afiixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  with  respect  to  net  weight  of  the 
contents  of  the  containers  required  by  the  act  was  not  in  such  terms  as  to 
render  it  likely  to  be  understood  by  the  ordinary  individual  under  customary 
conditions  of  purchase  and  use,  since  the  net  weight  was  stated  in  terms  of 
grams  and  not  in  terms  of  avoirdupois  pounds  and  ounces  and  was  not  stated  in 
terms  of  weight  in  general  use  by  consumers  and  users  of  the  economic  poison 
in  the  United  States. 

Ted  A.  Melillo,  of  Reno,  Nev.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product,  requested 
its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the 
act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  July  28,  1950,  a 
decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

73.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  of  "SaniDisc  Chlorine 

Pink  Rinse."    U.  S,  v.  6  boxes,  more  or  less,  each  containing  100  tablets,  of 
"SaniDisc  Chlorine  Pink  Rinse."     Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  91.    I.  D.  No.  19284. ) 
The  product,  "SaniDisc  Chlorine  Pink  Rinse,"  was  not  registered  under. the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  of  the 
product. 
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On  June  5,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Nevada,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  6  boxes,  more 
or  less,  each  containing  100  tablets,  of  "SaniDisc  Chlorine  Pink  Rinse,"  at  Reno, 
Nev.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  January  6,  1950,  by  the  Crystal  Chemical  Co., 
Inc.,  from  Lynwood,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  act  in  that  the 
labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net 
weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  July  28,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

74.  Lack  of   registration  of  "MACKOTHION   DUST   NO.   487."     U.   S.  v.  29 

50-pound  paper  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  487." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.  &  R. 

No.  33.    I.  D.  No.  17929. ) 
Lack  of  registration   of  "MACKOTHION   DUST   NO.  486."     U.   S.  v.   39 
40-pound  paper  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  488." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F.  &  R. 

No.  34.     I.  D.  No.  17928.) 
Lack  of  registration   of  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  485."    U.   S.  v.  199 
40-pound  paper  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  485." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.     (I.  F,  &  R. 

No.  35.     I.  D.  No.  17932.) 

The  products.  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  485,"  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO. 
486,"  and  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  487,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Fed- 
eral Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodeuticide  Act. 

On  August  10,  1949,  and  August  IS,  1949,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Illinois,  Western  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court,  libels  praying 
seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  29  .50-pound  paper  bags,  more  or 
less,  of  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  487,"  39  40-pound  paper  bags,  more  or  less, 
of  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  486,"  and  199  40-pound  paper  bags,  more  or  less, 
of  "MACKOTHION  DUST  NO.  485,"  at  Rochelle,  111.,  alleging  that  the  products 
were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  May 
21,  1949,  June  20,  1949,  and  June  16,  1949,  respectively,  by  McConnon  &  Co.,  from 
Winona,  Minn.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  I'equired  l)y  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  October  17,  1949,  I.  F.  &  R.  No.  33,  No.  34,  and  No.  35  were  consolidated  by 
order  of  the  court. 

McConnon  &  Co.,  of  Winona,  Minn.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products,  re- 
quested their  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  them  into  compli- 
ance with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  ot  a  condemnation  decree.  On 
April  17,  1950,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that 
the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

75.  Lack  of  registration,  misbranding,  and  adulteration  of  "Asgrow  Rotenone 

Dust  %%  Rotenone."    LT.  S.  v.  191  5-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Asgrow 
Rotenone  Dust   %%  Rotenone."     Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.     ( I.  F.  &  R.  No.  98.    I.  D.  No.  21089. ) 
The  product,  "Asgrow  Rotenone  Dust  %%  Rotenone,"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.     An  examination  of 
the  product  showed  that  it  did  not  contain  the  quantity  of  rotenone  claimed  on 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product,  and  that  the  product  would 
be  of  questionable  value  for  insect-control  purposes. 

On  June  15,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  191 
5-pound  liags,  more  or  less,  of  "Asgrow  Rotenone  Dust  %%  Rotenone,"  at  Mil- 
ford,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate,  on  or  about  February  6,  1950,  by  Derris,  Inc.,  from  Me- 
tuchen,  N.  J.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the 
containers  of  the  product  stated,  in  part :  "Five  Pounds  ASGROW  KOTENONE 
DUST  *  *  *  %7o  Kotenone  Active  Ingredients  Resins  of  Cube  .  .  .  2.25% 
(Including  %%  Rotenone)  Inert  Ingredients  .  .  .  97. 75 7o  Packed  For  Associated 
Seed  Growers,  Inc.  By  Derris  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.  *  ♦  *  Directions  *  *  * 
BEETS  and  CARROTS  *  *  *  Blister  Beetles :  Dust  ininiodiately  the  insect  ap- 
pears, and  repeat  when  necessary.  CANTALOUPES,  SQUASH,"  CUCUMBERS, 
WATERMELONS :  *  *  *  Squash  Bug  *  *  *  Begin  dusting  when  plants  first 
come  through  the  ground.  Repeat  at  about  10  day  intervals  for  the  growing 
season.  *  *  *  An  ideal  liquid  spray  may  be  made  with  this  superior  dust  by 
diluting  to  form  an  aqueous  suspension.  Mix  One  Pound  of  Dust  into  10  gallons 
of  water,"  which  statements  implied  or  represented  that  the  product  contained 
2.25  pei'cent  of  cube  resins,  0.75  percent  of  rotenone,  and  97.75  percent  of  inert 
ingredients,  and  that  the  product  when  used  as  directed  would  control  blister 
beetles  and  squash  bugs,  would  be  a  sui^erior  dust,  and  would  make  an  ideal 
liquid  spray,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than  2.25  percent  of  cube  resins, 
less  than  0.75  percent  of  rotenone,  and  more  than  97.75  percent  of  inert  ingre- 
dients, and  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  control  blister  l)eetles  and  squash 
bugs,  would  not  be  a  superior  dust,  and  would  not  make  an  ideal  liquid  spray. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  in  that  its  strength  or  purity 
fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling  since 
the  labeling  stated  in  part:  "  *  *  *  ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  .... 
RESINS  OF  CUBE  .  .  .  2.25%  (Including  %%  ROTENONE)  INERT  IN- 
GREDIENTS .  .  .  97.75%  *  *  *"  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than 
2.25  percent  of  cube  resins,  less  than  0.75  percent  of  rotenone,  and  more  than 
97.75  percent  of  inert  ingredients. 

On  August  23,  1950,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released 
to  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution,  Danbury,  Conn.,  or  any  charitable  insti- 
tution within  the  State  of  Connecticut,  for  its  use ;  to  be  destroyed  by  the  insti- 
tution if  the  product  were  of  no  use. 

76.  Lack  of   reg'istration   of  'Tiger   Brand   Derisiil"  and   "Tiger   Brand  A.  P. 
General  Purpose  Home  Garden  Dust."     U.  S.  v.  344  5-pound  bags,  999 
1-pound  bags,  and  5  100-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Tiger  Brand  Derisul" 
and  440  1 -pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Tiger  Brand  A.  P.  General  Purpose 
Home  Garden  Dust."    Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under 
bond.     (I.  F.  &R.  No.  99.     I.  D.  Nos.  21578  and  21.580.) 
The  products,  "Tiger  Brand  Derisul"  and  "Tiger  Brand  A.  P.  General  Purpose 
Home  Garden  Dust,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi- 
cide, and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  15,  1950,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Geor- 
gia, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation, 
of  344  5-pound  bags,  999  1-pound  bags,  and  5  100-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of 
"Tiger  Brand  Derisul"  and  440  1-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "Tiger  Brand 
A.  P.  General  Purpose  Home  Garden  Dust,"  at  Americus,  Ga.,  alleging  that 
the  products  were  economic  poisons,  and  that,  on  or  about  January  9,  19.50,  some 
of  the  products  were  transported  interstate  by  the  Nor-Ala  Company,  Inc.,  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  the  Pickett  Seed  Co.,  at  Americus,  Ga.,  and  on  or  about 
May  29,  1950,  the  remainder  of  the  products  were  transported  interstate  by  the 
Nor-Ala  Company,  Inc.,  and  the  Pickett  Seed  Co.,  from  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  respectively,  to  the  Pickett  Seed  Co.,  at  Americus,  Ga.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Nor-Ala  Company,  Inc.,  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  prod- 
ucts, requested  their  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  them  into 
Cdnipliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 
On  August  11.  19.50,  a  decree  of  condenmation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  products  be  relea.sed  to  the  claimant  under  Iwnd. 
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N.  J.  No. 

A-C  Deodorol  : 

American  Aerosol,  Inc 63 

Associated  Chemists,  Inc 63 

Ace  Cattle  Spray  : 

Harrison  Oil  Company 29 

A-M-R  Insecticide  : 

A-M-K  Chemical  Company,  Inc_  28 

ANT-X  : 

Robert  H.  Harliius 57 

Nott  Manufacturing  Company,  57 

Asgrow  Rotenone  Dust  %%  Rotenobe  : 

Derris,    Inc 75 

Blair  Dust  Bomb  DDT  5%  : 

Blair   Industrial   Laboratories, 

Inc 44 

Blair  Dust  Bomb  Rotenone  0.75%  : 

Blair   Industrial  Laboratories, 

Inc 45 

Bri-Test  .Jiffv  Mist  Aero  .  Sol  : 

Bri-Test,    Inc 49 

Carbola  Chemical  Company  Flea  and 
Louse  Killer  : 

Carbola     Chemical     Company, 

Inc 39 

Carbola  Chemical  Company  Louse 
Killer  for  Cattle  -  Poultry  : 

Carbola     Chemical     Company, 

Inc 38 

Carbola,  The  Disinfecting  White 
Taint : 

Carbola     Chemical     Company, 

Inc 37 

Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint 
Does  Not  Contain  DDT  : 

Carbola     Chemical     Company, 

Inc 43 

Carbola  The  Disinfecting  White  Paint, 
Special : 

Carbola     Chemical     Company, 

Inc 42 

CCC  50%  Wettable  DDT  Powder  : 

Carbola     Chemical     Company, 

Inc 40 

Celcure  : 

Celcure  Wood  Preserving  Cor- 
poration    35 

D.  D.  T.  Dust  No.  5,  50  lbs.  net : 

Maine  Potato  Growers,  Inc 27 

Merrimack  Farmers'  Exchange, 

Inc 27 

Disilyn  Brand  of  Quaternary  Ammo- 
nium Chloride  Water  Soluble  Crys- 
tals : 

Lynwood  Co.,  Inc 72 

Ted  A.  Melillo 72 

First  Antiseptic  Rug  and  Upholstery 
Shampoo  and  First  for  Floors  A)ati- 
septic  Liquid  Detergent  : 

Piatt  &  Smillie  Chemicals,  Inc_         61 
40     Saf-Te-Gard     Triethylene    Glycol 
Pads  : 

Wm.  Baroned  Corporation 68 

Glycolaire  Vapor  Liquid  : 

Glycolaire  Purifier  Company- _  52 

Gly-Co-Sol : 

.Tames  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc 70 

Hartsolve  Concentrate  : 

Hartigan  Oil  Company 41 

Hartz  Mountain  E-Z  Kleen  Flea  Pow- 
der : 

Hartz  Mountai'n  Products 64 

Hartz  Mountain  No.  400  My-T-Mite 
Powder  : 

Hartz  Mountain  Products 65 

Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20- 
21: 

West  Shore  Trading  Company-  33 


N. 
Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20— 
21  : 

West  Shore  Trading  Company- 
Insecticide,  Aerosol  Stock  No.  10-20- 
21  : 

West  Shore  Trading  Co 

Kimbell's  Kalex  Bleach  : 

Roisman  Products  Co 

Kimbell-Pecos  Company 

Mackothion  Dust  No.  487  :  Macko- 
thion  Dust  No.  486 ;  and  Macko- 
thion Dust  No.  485  : 

McConnon  &  Co 

Miller's  Garden  Soildusto  : 

Miller  Products  Co 

M.  P.  G.  No.  42  Basic  Copper  Potato 
Dust,  50  lbs.  net : 

Maine  Potato  Growers,  Inc 

Merrimack  F  a  r  m  e  r  s'  Ex- 
change,   Inc 

O.  Pine.  O  : 

Aladdin,  Inc 

Para-Scent  Prevents  Moths  Closet 
Holder  for  Paradi  : 

Advance  Products  Company__ 
Peerless  Rat  and  Mice  Bombs  : 

Peerless  Laboratories,  Inc 

Pennitrato  Liquid  Coating : 

Elroy  Naval  Stores  Co.,  Inc 

PinEniP  : 

Morris  .T.   Schneider 

David    Schneider 

M.  Schneider  &  Sons 

Pinesol  The  Great  Household  Disin- 
fectant and  Deodorizer  : 

Jos.  C.  Shepard 

PLANTthion  4%  Wettable  Powder  : 

Plant  Products  Corporation 

Plastic  Roxide  or  Insecti-Sol : 

Rox  Ex  Company,  Inc 

Rawleigh's  Moth  Crystals  : 

The  W.  T.  Rawleigh  Co 

Sanicide  : 

Sanitek  Products  Company 

SaniDisc  Chlorine  Pink  Rinse  : 

Crystal  Chemical  Co.,  Inc 

Sayf  Moth   Proofing  Liquid  : 

Hoggatt  Chemical  Company 

Sayf  Moth  Proofing  Liquid  : 

Hoggatt  Chemical  Company 

SMARTSHIELD****CLEAR  : 

Yates  &  Smart  Paint  Co 

Southern's  Fog  Mix  115  : 

Southern  Chemicals,  Inc 

Stanley's  Bleach  : 

Rhode  Island  Sales  Co 

Tiger  Brand  Derisul  and  Tiger  Brand 
A.  P.  General  Purpose  Home  Gar- 
den Dust  : 

Nor-Ala  Company,  Inc 

I'ickett  Seed  Co 

Triethylene  Glycol  Air  Purification 
Grade  : 

.Ton-Howard.  Inc 

.Tohn   S.   Fallow 

J.  S.  Fallow  &  Co 

Vet  Aerosol  Insecticide  Bombs  : 

Associated  Chemists,  Inc 

Green  industries,  Inc 

Wedo  With  2.  4-D  : 

The  Smith  Agricultural  Chemi- 
cal Company 

C.  M.  Love  &  Company 
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